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ment, asserting the right to sit in judgment upon its own 
cause, is on the brink of committing the nation to unholy 
war, for unholy it must be if peaceful settlement offered 
by an adversary be refused. Refusal to arbitrate makes 
war, even for a good cause, unholy ; an offer to arbitrate 
lends dignity and importance to a poor one. Should all 
efforts fail, and your country, rejecting the appeal to 
judicial arbitration, plunge into war, your duty does not 
end. Calmly resolute in adherence to your convictions, 
stating them when called upon, though never violently 
intruding them, you await the result, which cannot fail 
to prove that those who stood for peaceful arbitration 
chose the right path, and have been wise counselors of 
their country. It is a melancholy fact that nations look- 
ing back have usually to confess that their wars have 
been blunders, which means they have been crimes. 

And the women of the land, and the women students 
of St. Andrews — what shall they do? Not wait as usual 
until war has begun, and then, their sympathies aroused, 
organize innumerable societies for making and sending 
necessaries and even luxuries to the front, or join Red 
Cross Societies and go themselves to the field, nursing 
the wounded that these may the sooner be able to return 
to the ranks to wound others or to be again wounded, or 
to kill or be killed. The tender chords of sympathy for 
the injured, which grace women and are so easily stirred, 
are always to be cherished, but it may be suggested that 
were their united voices raised in stern opposition to war 
before it was declared, urging the offer of arbitration or 
in earnest remonstrance against refusing it, one day of 
effort would then prove more effective than months of it 
after war has begun. 

It is certain that if the good people of all parties and 
creeds, sinking for the time other political questions 
whenever the issue of war arises, were to demand arbi- 
tration, no government would dare refuse. They have 
it in their power in every emergency to save their 
country from war and ensure unbroken peace. 

If in every constituency there were organized an 
arbitration league, consisting of members who agree that 
arbitration of international disputes must be offered, or 
accepted by the government if offered by the adversary, 
pledging themselves to vote in support of, or in opposi- 
tion to, political parties according to their action upon 
this question, it is surprising how soon both parties would 
accept arbitration as a policy. I know of no work that 
would prove more fruitful for your country and for the 
world than this. It is by concentrating upon one issue 
that great causes are won. 



Christmas as a Peacemaker. 

BY CHAS. F. DOLE. 

(This Christmas message written by Mr. Dole a year ago is good 
enough and true enough to deserve repetition this year, and 
indeed for many a Christmas yet to come. — Ed.) 

" Yes, of course," one might say, " Christmas must 
be a great peacemaker. Men's hearts must be softer 
toward one another, and even toward their enemies, on 
account of the humane associations of the day and its 
high ideals." 

But let us face the facts. Is Christmas, or has it ever 



been, much of an influence for peace ? When have men 
ever learned to put away their harsh feelings — anger, 
resentment, jealousy — on that day? When have they 
been known to use the sentiment of the day to stop a 
war? Christians have not even hesitated to fight on 
Christmas, provided they saw a strategic chance to dis- 
comfit their enemies. 

Here is Christendom preparing for the new celebra- 
tion. Perhaps it will be the costliest ever known, for 
the world was never so rich. All manner of beautiful 
gifts will be made. Millions of homes will be illuminated. 
Happy children will be made happier. Kind things will 
be done for myriads of poor people. Love will be poured 
out in profusion. Let us all be glad at every expression 
of love. The world gets on toward paradise by the over- 
flow of love. 

Our immediate question, however, does not touch the 
reality of the joy or the love of which people will be 
made aware on Christmas. Our point is that this love 
will mainly take the line of least resistance. It will go 
to friends, neighbors and dependents. It will readily 
flow downward. Will it leap barriers and bridge chasms ? 
Will it climb to the difficult heights? Show us where 
it will go out and find prodigal sons or daughters and 
restore them to their place in the father's home. Show 
us where it will speak the word of honorable apology 
or forgiveness and recover alienated friends. Show us 
where it will go over the walls to the people of another 
and discredited sect, party, religion, color or race. Will 
Christians send messages of their love to the Jews in 
congratulation for their giving the world its most illustri- 
ous prophet? Will they love Jews the better hence- 
forth? If not, why not? Will Unitarians love Baptists 
and Baptists love Unitarians because both have set their 
eyes on a star in Bethlehem ? Will white Christians in 
Alabama shake hands more cordially after this Christmas 
with their negro brothers, and agree that men of all colors, 
are sons of God? Will the White Czar on his throne, 
head of a hundred millions of churchmen, say a single 
word on Christmas to make it easier to bring the cruel 
war in the East to an end ? How is it with you, reader? 
It will be easy on Christmas to love your friends. But 
the day is celebrated in the memory of one who actually 
told men to love their enemies, or, in plain words, not to 
have any enemies ! 

Take up another hard fact. In this very month, while 
the light of Christmas is gleaming upon us, the honored 
President of the United States, in his message to our 
National Congress, throws the stress of his argument 
with those who say that the most civilized of nations 
must express its civilization — how? By disarmament 
of fighting forces, by the Christmas spirit of persuasion, 
kindliness, justice, steady goodwill, forgiveness of in- 
juries, readiness to apologize and make redress for what- 
ever wrong we commit as a nation ? No. Our President 
tells that we must show our leadership by the bigness and 
efficiency of "great fighting ships and torpedo boats." 
One hundred millions of dollars a year is not nearly 
enough in a time of peace to expend upon a single 
branch of the fighting force of the most Christian nation ! 
Meanwhile our chief magistrate suggests, in no uncertain 
terms, that he wants us to be ready to play the part of 
the big policeman, and especially in case the people of 
South America do not behave themselves ! 
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We have no wish to impugn the motives of the Presi- 
dent. We all admire his chivalrous and lovable qualities. 
He tells us what he thinks and what a multitude of others 
think. We simply call attention to the fact that this 
" peace of justice," quick to avenge insults, which makes 
a strong nation at once the judge and jury and execu- 
tioner in its own suit, and spends more on the machinery 
of military force than on all measures of public service 
combined, is not the kind of peace for which Christmas 
Day is set to remind us. Jesus' method, his spirit, his 
teaching, are utterly different. The Christmas peace is 
the peace of the men of goodwill. The method is trust: 
the spirit is humanity. Goodwill carries justice with it. 

It is important to make this distinction. Millions of 
people do not yet see how great it is. They still wor- 
ship force. They confuse the simple life of the Man of 
Nazareth with external power and material pomp. They 
look back and worship a sort of war lord, coming in the 
skies to punish his enemies. They have yet to learn 
that goodwill is the mightiest force in the universe. 
They have yet to trust this new force and to apply it to 
every kind of problem. They had better not reverence 
Jesus at all if they miss the kernel of his teaching. Do 
they imagine that if he were addressing the American 
people he would bid them build more fighting ships? 

Finally, Christmas challenges all, as many as believe 
in the ideal things of good faith, justice, truth, love, to 
practise what they hold most dear, to make proof of the 
fact that the word for the twentieth century is not " the 
mailed hand," nor even "justice," but that which makes 
the weakest hand strong, and gives life to justice, and 
takes away all fear of harm, — the word of the angels' 
song — Goodwill. 



Is War Justifiable? 

BY CHIN CHUNG. 

(The author of this article, Chin Chung, is a Chinese boy who 
is attending the High School in Brooklyn, JV. Y. He was born 
in China, and now lives in Chinatown, New York. He has 
become a Christian through attendance on a Sunday School — a 
real Christian, as one may see by rea ting what he says in this 
article, which was written as a school essay. — Ed.) 

"... Peace hath her victories 
No less renowned than war." — Milton. 

In the Middle Ages even a Christian, ignorant of his 
Master's teaching, blindly believed that in order to pre- 
serve his honor it was necessary to settle the smallest 
dispute with his next door neighbor by drawing the 
sword. It is not less true that the Greeks and the 
Romans thought that in fighting they were not only 
gaining glory to themselves, but were even pleasing 
their most honored gods. 

This barbarous spirit was perhaps right at the time 
when ignorance and superstition prevailed. It may be 
true that as the people were in the nomadic state, only 
by conquest could tribes be united into nations. " But," 
says a modern writer, " the bitter necessity of past times, 
and of ignorant and savage hordes, cannot be an ethical 
standard for later and enlightened ages." 

War has been fought since the dawn of civilization. 
Has it made the world better ? No ! It has only brutal- 



ized men and imbued their mind with hatred instead of 
love. 

Let us bethink ourselves, and ask the question, " Shall 
we go on sowing dragon's teeth forever ? " Is it true 
that the savage instinct of stabbing and murdering has 
so taken us that we cannot throw off the devil's yoke? 
Are we to hope for nobler men than those of this age to 
uproot this vice? We now wonder at slavery and at 
dueling. But what will the more cultured people of the 
future think of us, calling ourselves civilized and pious, 
but at the same time wishing to cut each other's throats ? 

War is the root of all manner of wickedness. It dev- 
astates the land, butchers the vigorous men of the age, 
makes widows and orphans, and deteriorates the civiliza- 
tion of men. Furthermore, war is inconsistent with the 
teachings of the world's great moralists. Hence, that 
war is not justifiable is an impregnable fact. 

Page after page of human history has been stained 
with the blood of men. We can hardly help weeping 
when we read of the bloody battles. The villages, 
towns and cities that were flourishing yesterday are now 
no more. The splendid cathedrals and the gorgeous 
temples have been reduced to desolation and ruin. The 
beautiful garden of peace has been turned into streets of 
hell. Instead of the happy faces, we see heaps of bodies 
thrown one upon another and producing lakes of blood. 

In the Russo-Japanese war a Chinese village was set 
on fire. As the Russian army were marching into this 
burning place, a dreadful sight met their view. "On 
one side," says a narrator, " we saw a son carrying a sick 
father; on the other, women pouring torrents of tears 
on the infants whom they clasped into their arms; old 
men hardly able to follow their families, they were so 
greatly overwhelmed by grief." 

The economic aspect of war is still more dishearten- 
ing. In preparation for war a country often has to spend 
so much money that its entire industrial machinery is at 
a complete standstill. Statistics show that during the 
last century the total amount spent in war was about 
$20,000,000,000, which means that war cost $360 a 
minute during the last one hundred years. The entire 
national debt at the present time is estimated at $31,- 
000,000,000, half of which has been devoted to the main- 
taining of armies and fleets. 

Where does the justification of war come in ? There 
are some idealists that maintain that the world can grow 
better only by stimulating it with war, thus establishing 
justice and keeping humanity from stagnating into the 
mud of grossest materialism. Thus they say that war 
is not so murderous a thing after all ! 

Let us not be deceived. The great philosopher and 
patriot, Benjamin Franklin, wisely remarked, "There 
was never a good war or a bad peace." War is the 
engine of destruction. " Whatever evil it may destroy," 
said another lover of peace, "it leaves new-created evil 
in its path." The same man went on to say that we 
need not laud war any more than we laud the epidemic 
which, having attacked the constitution in the commu- 
nity, and having passed, leaves the constitutional vigor 
somewhat higher than before. He said that we might 
deliberately heap up garbage for the purpose of breed- 
ing a second epidemic, because a preceding one had, 
from a sanitary point of view, produced some good 
results. " But," concluded this lover of mankind, " the 



